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London, and the Act forbade the sending of children of parishes within
forty miles of London, a greater distance than forty miles which put
Lancashire out of the question. There were also provisions to force the
justices to give a real consideration to the suitability of the proposed
master in all cases and the apprenticeship of parish children under the
age of nine was forbidden. This Act was probably effective as it laid
money penalties on overseers who infringed it - and still more import-
ant - laid down that unless its provisions were observed, the apprentice
should gain no settlement, but remain a potential burden on his original
parish*
So much for legislation concerning apprentices in general. There was
one particularly forlorn set of children - the little climbing-boys or
chimney-sweepers. The beginning of a movement for their protection
seems to have been a letter to the Public Advertiser in 1760 (probably
by Hanway) addressed to the magistrates of London and Westminster,
urging them to instruct the 'proper officers' to summon the master of
any boy found * without covering for his nakedness*. Here and there a
constable might perhaps have been found to carry out such an order
but its effect must have been of the slightest In 1767 when Hanway
was protesting against the apprenticing of very young children by the
parishes his attention naturally turned to the climbing-boys:
Among those who have placed out children so young as seven years of age,
there are several parishes who apprentice them to chimney-sweepers.
Chimney-sweepers ought to breed their own children to the business, then
perhaps they will wash, clothe and feed them. As it is, they do neither, and
these poor black urchins have no protectors and are treated worse than a
humane person would treat a dog.... They often beg in the streets, and seem
to be in much more real need than common beggars.79
Besides the miseries of neglect and ill-treatment, of being forced up
chimneys at the risk of being burnt or suffocated, there were other
hardships arising from the customs of the trade and the poverty and
ignorance of the rtiasters. As the boys were always black and usually in
rags they were social outcasts, and were considered to belong to the
class of beggars and thieves. They were made to beg by their masters
and it is pretty clear that they were sometimes encouraged to steaL One
master would take far more apprentices than he could employ — some-
times as many as twenty-four. In the winter he would hire them out at

